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Dear  Reader: 

Enclosed  for  your  review  is  an  environmental  assessment  (EA)  which  evaluates  actions 
proposed  at  the  Livingston  Marble  and  Granite  Works  involving  accessing  the  Gold  Quarry  waste 
rock  dump  by  a  new  road.  This  EA  has  a  two  week  review  period  and  was  prepared  by  the 
Montana  Department  of  State  Lands. 
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CHECKLIST  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 


Company  Name:  Livingston  Marble  and  Granite  Works —    Project:     Gold  Quarry  

Operating  Plan  #:  00023 

Type  and  Purpose  of  Action:  The  Operator  has  submitted  an  application  to  access  the  bottom 
of  the  Gold  Quarry  (one  of  four  permitted  quarries)  waste  rock  dump  by  a  new  335  ft.  road, 
to  gather  and  cut  the  loose  stones  at  the  base  of  the  dump  into  sizes  suitable  for  masonry 
installation.     An  area  of  one  acre  at  the  toe  of  the  dump  is  to  be  disturbed  by  this 
activity. 

Reclamation  Plan:  Reclamation  would  consist  of  reseedinq  the  disturbed  area  of  one  acre. 


Location:     Sec.   15:  T9S  R8E    County:  Park 


N  =  Not  present  or  No  Impact  will  occur. 

Y  =  Impacts  may  occur  (explain  under  Potential  Impacts). 


IMPACTS  ON  THE  PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 

RESOURCE 

[Y/N]  POTENTIAL  IMPACTS  AND  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

1 .    GEOLOGY  AND  SOIL  QUALITY,  STABILITY 
AND  MOISTURE:  Are  soils  present  which  are 
fragile,  erosive,  susceptible  to  compaction,  or  unsta- 
ble? Are  there  unusual  or  unstable  geologic  features? 
Are  there  special  reclamation  considerations? 

[N] 

2.    WATER  QUALITY,  QUANTITY  AND  D1STRI  - 
BUTION:  Are  important  surface  or  groundwater 
resources  present?  Is  there  potential  for  violation  of 
ambient  water  quality  standards,  drinking  water 
maximum  contaminant  levels,  or  degradation  of  wa- 
ter quality? 

[N] 

3.    AIR  QUALITY:  Will  pollutants  or  particulate  be 
produced?  Is  the  project  influenced  by  air  quality 
regulations  or  zones  (Class  I  air-shed)? 

[N] 

4.    VEGETATION  COVER,  QUANTITY  AND 
QUALITY:  Will  vegetative  communities  be 
significantly  impacted?  Are  any  rare  plants  or  cover 
types  present? 

[N]  Besides  the  blading  of  the  new  road,  the  area 
which  would  be  impacted  has  been  disturbed  by  the 
existing  waste  rock  dump. 

5.    TERRESTRIAL,  AVIAN  AND  AQUATIC  LIFE 
AND  HABITATS:  Is  there  substantial  use  of  the 
area  by  important  wildlife,  birds  or  fish? 

(Y]  The  area  is  an  important  part  of  the  winter 
range  for  ungulate  herds  coming  out  of  Yellowstone 
NP.     The  travertine  quarries  covered  by  this 
operating  permit  are  included  in  a  mineral 
reservation  which  provides  for  continued  mining,  in 
accordance  with  a  land  exchange  agreement  between 
the  USFS,  the  Rocky  Mountain  Elk  Foundation,  and  the 
Operator.     This  proposal  would  not  increase  the 
level  of  activity  over  that  already  permitted  and 
occurring  and  would  only  minimally  increase  the  area 
of  disturbance. 

6.    UNIQUE,  ENDANGERED,  FRAGILE  OR 

LIMITED  ENVIRONMENTAL  RESOURCES:  Are 
any  federally  listed  threatened  or  endangered  species 
or  identified  habitat  present?  Any  wetlands?  Species 
of  special  concern? 

[N]  There  are  no  identified  bald  eagle  roosting  or 
nesting  sites  in  proximity  to  the  permit  area, 
although  the  eagles  do  make  extensive  use  of  the 
upper  Yellowstone  valley. 

This  area  is  not  within  a  proposed  grizzly  bear 
recovery  area,  although  occasional  bear  sightings 
may  occur. 



7.    HISTORICAL  AND  ARCHAEOLOGICAL  SITES: 
Are  any  historical,  archaeological  or  paleontoiogical 
resources  present? 

[N] 
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AESTHETICS:  Is  the  project  on  a  ] 
topographic  feature?  Will  it  be  visible  from  populat- 
ed or  scenic  areas?  Will  there  be  excessive  noise  or 
light?  


[N] 


9.    DEMANDS  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  RESOURCES 
OF  LAND,  WATER,  AIR  OR  ENERGY:  Will  the 
project  use  resources  that  are  limited  in  the  area? 
Are  there  other  activities  nearby  that  will  affect  the 
project? 


[N] 


10.    IMPACTS  ON  OTHER  ENVIRONMENTAL 
RESOURCES:  Are  there  other  studies,  plans  or 
projects  on  this  tract? 


[N] 


IMPACTS  ON  THE  HUMAN  POPULATION 


RESOURCE 


11.   HUMAN  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY:  Will  this 
project  add  to  health  and  safety  risks  in  the  area? 


[Y/N]  POTENTIAL  IMPACTS  AND  MITIGATION  MEASURES 


[N] 


12.   INDUSTRIAL,  COMMERCIAL  AND 
AGRICULTURAL  ACTIVITIES  AND 
PRODUCTION:  Will  the  project  add  to  or  alter 
these  activities? 


[N] 


13.  QUANTITY  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OF 

EMPLOYMENT:  Will  the  project  create,  move  or 
If  so,, 


[N] 


14.   LOCAL  AND  STATE  TAX  BASE  AND  TAX 

REVENUES:  Will  the  project  create  or  eliminate  tax 
revenue? 


[N] 


15.   DEMAND  FOR  GOVERNMENT  SERVICES:  Will 
substantial  traffic  be  added  to  existing  roads?  Will 
other  services  (fire  protection,  police,  schools,  etc.) 
be  needed? 


[N] 


16.   LOCALLY  ADOPTED  ENVIRONMENTAL 
PLANS  AND  GOALS:  Are  there  State,  County, 
City,  USFS,  ELM.  Tribal,  etc.  zoning  or 
management  plans  in  effect? 


[Y]  There  is  a  land  trade  and  mineral  reservation 
agreement  in  effect  between  the  operator,  USFS,  and 
Rocky  Mountain  Elk  Foundation,  by  which  certain 
lands  in  the  area  have  been  conveyed  by  the  operator 
to  the  USFS  for  ungulate  winter  range,  with  the 
provision  that  mining  may  continue  on  reserved 
lands. 


17.   ACCESS  TO  AND  QUALITY  OF 

RECREATIONAL  AND  WILDERNESS 
ACTIVITIES:  Are  wilderness  or  recreational  areas 
nearby  or  accessed  through  this  tract?  Is  there  recre- 
ational potential  within  the  tract? 


[N] 


18.   DENSITY  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OF 

POPULATION  AND  HOUSING:  Will  the  project 
add  to  the  population  and  require  additional  housing? 


[N] 


19.  SOCIAL  STRUCTURES  AND  MORES:  Is  some 
disruption  of  native  or  traditional  lifestyles  or  com- 
munities possible? 


[N] 


20.  CULTURAL  UNIQUENESS  AND  DIVERSITY: 
Will  the  action  cause  a  shift  in  some  unique  quality 
of  the  area? 


[N] 


21.  OTHER  APPROPRIATE  SOCIAL  AND  ECONOM- 
IC CIRCUMSTANCES: 


[N] 
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22.  Alternatives  Considered: 

No  Action:  Would  deny  access  to  the  large  travertine  rocks  which  have  rolled  away  from  the 
toe  of  the  waste  rock  dump. 

Approval:     Would  allow  the  mining  as  proposed. 
Approval  considering  pit  reclamation:  A  pit  is  not  proposed. 

23.  Public  Involvement:   Public  notice  was  given  in  the  Enterprise,  Livingston,  MT  on 
October  4,  1994. 

24.  Other  Governmental  Agencies  with  Jurisdiction:  USFS 

25.  Magnitude  and  Significance  of  Potential  Impacts:     Not  significant  at  this  level  of 
disturbance. 

26.  Cumulative  Effects:  None. 

Recommendation  for  Further  Environmental  Analysis: 

[     ]  EIS  [     ]  More  Detailed  EA  [X]  No  Further  Analysis 

EA  Checklist  Prepared  By:  ^J^^x^^^^^^         SMES  Program  Supervisor 
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